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24 2009 

■Rwir : RRTT if tIffillhN Btif ^ 3^W TffturW I 

840( an 1975 ^ mm, m, (T«i^ 

^ 'mm afk anahtu) f^, 1997 ^ ojb ^ ^ 1 

l . %., atfk A mmm ^ Ml5+i:H % (1^ *fi wi) ^ 

tftqr anftrfSnpT, 1975 afk 29-7-1997 ^ 35/97-'^!?? 

3 T! ^w ) Pm, 1997 ^ 

23 w4, 2009 ^ 1?^ ^ir^«hl w ^ ^ f^Rf^ ^ MtR4>d ^ ^ 3lf^ 4' ^ ^ 30^9 WIPIT W t, PR^ 

^ «[!% ^ afin'if*[k ^ ^SRRf -sm^ ^ "w i rw ^rifw ^ ■??*r«^T ^. ’T^an^ %., 

4-^faZ'5T5^H%. 3 lift aT^W^Tif 

•nqi %, mm ^ mf£4*ci ^ ^ amngiif ^ ^ ^garor m 4few 22 3Tft?T,2009^^^^ 

■'Rt «TT aftn ^ ^ 1^ '*m?r ^ aromR®? ^ iw>ififid 1^ ^ *it i 

^3?m ^ter 31% #ft5fm iift *ft ^ ^ «ft r- 

4AII<4b 

1^. 

Tf. ^arfft^T %., 

m. ft. 3IT. t^., Hl’IIJi 

"S' ft. «t>n^« TIT. 

m. ft. snrt^^^Tif %., 


4254GI/20G9 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


rPARTlI—SEC.3(i)l 


A. ftR EH 

A. 

?r. A. tH*! f^.i 

or. 

A. <^U^4 ^ ^ 

fAtrr MifJcbd 

Piqlnq> 

sfi^Hd gSTR, uAi^, 

^ A>qA[ fe.. 222, ^ 4, €t WT ^ 

f^-90110 

AtA^ gsTR. uft^, 

v^Al^ch wA. f^., 778, (A^R ?T^. 7) 5hl 1^7^14)14 A^IMl€hl4), ^TcT^Ht, 

- airf^ 

^ f«HT A>qA^ feT., 234“-^ xj 108, ^MT fAf^, ^cix|<ii 16, 
fecIST AtA^, |(Aj<4i5<i, 3cmcr)'aii4<S'S, 4>i§'S>(^ 

4)KMl^e AAtA^. trtA13TR.51 , # 92318, ^ ^TI^- 

v5fAAt I 

8Hfm^ <j#A^ 32, 88299 ajd^ir^.^JiAAt l 

?r. lAd^H A^ At aft. Atcrt 1513, 37505 afR^A^-^jfAAt 

or. dMjl'Hi ^ ^ A AtfA’A, 6-At, A^ v;*iCl'tiiRqei ^AAtarr, A?^ARr 
28760, Af^, ^ 

^ ^tf^ m lOOeoTfAA^A (Ataftt-^eAt-m^, fAAt^ 13 
fA I Acbi Al^itAW t Tj^.At.^., 4HT i^^-1, AWA^- 46030, 

^ fAjRrr, wtAp 4A arr^RA^ 

fcHtA^ At art^Atrr^^T^ 16, 8710 fAdfr A%~Af^jRFr 
TT. 6lc«bH At aft. AT4^ 10310, AwTdtPrfAj-AAdT^ A^, A'WildtPlfAj. 
AtarR-57011, 

ati^ld4>/>jMAtckll 

i^ETT^, 15/228, 45te*T^ A^, Ait %A4> 4A?ftcfA^, Ar^ 

At^rA 136/53 A, ^ A^ A^, aft^r^r^^, A^q^r^H, d(Aeni'g 
aW cbiAR^iH, arm^, Am A. 7, 8 afR 9, €t At A^, 

qftf^, Ar^ 



[Hmll—lgPS3(i)] _ 3 

34, <bm\^ dfteUlf 

^ ^i*iKJMCTfl t^ 499. TJ>T K^t Tprtj^, 

i'<ci 

W. TT^ yr.' f^., 18/777 4)oiH lt 4>r(^<^ 

B. ^ ^IT. f^., W ^499, sfe, 

^ 148, ^-34/640, 

IT. ^ ^ XfcRTyt^ xt; 5 yj. f^., 44/2158, Vi^ ^ ^ 

cpt^, 

3T. sft^ f^., 4t 4/394, 4t.3ft - y>T^, y?r^, ypiT-^TwngTH, 

i'<ci 

z. 3TR ^ yro y^/4039. tprarr wy^<wi, i^uif 

cr)141'i, 

3. ^ w 3jk aii^idcbl' 3jfl7 y>t ^ y^^rryf^ 

^ ^ yf aff, f^Rrtf 30 fM % ^ y^ ^ yjFT 

wan I 

4. ftcTy^ y«f4?T^ % f^^iKi4 3lk wnyf^ ^ sigM y^ 

w STT 3jk wy ^ ^flydi y? ftyR y>^ % w fy arjM 
^■<^R ft5TTT w ^ I 

i . 

5. ^ 3T^11^ ^^ftyry tg sn ^ ^ % 

^ ^T^lyy^ yftf^rfM % ^rrey ^yw y?^ 5j i >jt?mT ^ ^ yr^ 

% yry 4 y^, 2009 y^ yrm yf^y yn^ ft>tj yy 0, ^ 

3TTyRT ^ yr^ x^lyrfSy?^ ^ ^ ijoyigyr? 30% y5^ y^ ^ yiHlmy 
^ ftryyf^ ^ yf \aft i ^ 3Tyf^ ^^flyry y^ yfyiyr yyr 

STTI 

6. feyry? 21 sry^, 2009 y^ yy? >hi4viPi 4> anytf^ y5t yf aft, 

fbRT^ 12 3iy?y, 2009 y^ yftS:y ^ yyr ay I ^ijviiftch ^ 
yyy ^ yr^ 1%yy^ y^ryy^ ^ (^yftyry M 

3TPrwy 3lk 3iicb<H4) ftyy, 1997 % ftyy 6 % ^jy Pm 

v3y% iRT 4tfey? ^ ^ ^yyy yy f^yr^ yft fcrfey ^ ^ y^ y>^ 

^ yyr an i f%yy^ y5Ty>R y^ ferPtct yft 

yf^ ^ 3Rr ftyy^ y^m^ yft wui yf aft i ftyy^ y«T$t€ yft 
3 t^ ftyy^ yaypFft % fcrfey ft y^gyy, yf^ yftf i^, y^ 

yy sryy? ftt fen yyr an i f^f^n ar^ffteff yr yc^y^ ft fetw yafryn^ 
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^ arsRT ftJTT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ aft sffT MVJ\ 

% ^ RNfR ftsaiT ■JM an I 

7. ^ ^ 4 M^cbKl ^ ^ t ^ 

. ^ f, 'HfilkWI ^ SIPT # f^T ^ 

I 

8. gn 3im?W ^PT§ft M ^ft^ ^ 

BcqrWf ^ ^ ^ 'Hpuimh w ^ i 'Hriiim 

fWl^ ^ 31J|>44)il 3m ^ ^l4vjtPl4> TPTfer ^ ^ TPTT t I 

% R4N 

9. ^?ftn 3ia|f?T 3^k ?^5TM y'l^cKl'H fe. 3^k 

^r5T% wW M ^cqR % vj^iciH ^r ^ «rw 13ik 
PlHfcl%d aifftar 1^ f I 

10. n?ftTH ^ ^ f^WRT#r ^3^ c3^ ^ 3RT c^ WrfM % “MiRcbd 

^ ^ (3fftj^) 3jk WR % ^ (v3c;i^^uiiaf ^ 

^ f ^ ^ ^ 3Rf <*>i4Pict> «ii^l^^i ^ w ^ ^rarcrr 

^ (f^ ^ ^ ^3^ vJcqR ^ W t) cRn ^ 

^ ^ 4410 ^ 3PPfcT 3TTft t I" cTanPr, fcTpPR ^ WR ^ 
^X»tl#cft ePl^ MlfSchd ^ ^sftnPT yWlftd 

^?ciK ^ ^ ^fFs:^ # I ^ ^ ^ ^ ?ft vjtht 

'Jiicii RnnA ^iftd ^ : i^q/3i4R^ci/'(*fti Mifcqjei/wJi^six 

4ifS4>d/t»W#i5|^v|e/^dd ^ 1 ^ ;3?qR ^ ^?ftHT^^ sr&Rm, 

1975 qft 3T5^ -I ^ vjqsfft^ 4410 % atcPfcT clfl^d ^ WcTT 
t\ 

11. qmr ^ % anqirr 2005*06 ^ 5362 41.^./qiF dan 2006*07 ft 

4752 ft1.^./w 0 I qft 2007-08 ft ft 5429 ftl.d.An? ^ ^ 

3jk qrq 3nqfd ^Ndf ft ^ ft? ^ 3Tftd, 08-fftw, 08 ft ft 
9180 fttx./*ra^ ip^ ^ ft I ^ srqfft % ftkpT dft4 ^nqrd ft 
^ ftf I ^^»fFr q&^iR3rm % ^ anqrcff ft ftW ft ^ #n ^ ^ 

TO I 

12. SRIRnSTcF MRf^rfcMM qft»fR 31Udllfftld 3fR 3RPTPT ftf^ 3n®q? ftfti ^ 

^ ft # f f?fft iRi ^a^qiq ^ ftf^ qfq ft qrft ciqft ^ n^ t f^mft? 






[<nnH~^gg 3 ( 0 ] 
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1^^'oiPTWBJT airqraf ^ ^5 I>r# # arapi^ Pi^we ant t #? <55w«q 

if an^nrit if araro ^ ^ t. ftw# apft ifr '«aH**w+* ^ wgffef 
I 

ta afPjR# # ’ntf ^ % nRiiH‘w«'«iM fia ^ aj^ % ?nft?r % 

v!k*«<H, Rfeaf 3(k wncff ^ ^ t i 

14. anmfrRr 4 !»t aman nr^ ml5*<H ^ n?w uQi'M^f ^3?tn^ t, nsnft ^ 

;3fw % # 5^ ajF^ iR ^ amfe ’itt t wffip asr ftPP#>r v3H% 

IRT ift «tRn t I ^ afr ^ a5i 'nt! as# t i ^ aira % 

' ?pj^ ^ f# ’ft ^PT w aslt atwRj a# t I 

15. aig?w ft? 3fr^4>^ anaw* # f, fw «fr4 % #w’iff t i 

IS. 3(T4tt*f # 2 % fe5r asftaw ^[sas tg fear % l araiar, 

aftf^ifM % anla^I % a'^fcw aaffam ^5^ ait cic^ 
^ ^ ai 5 ^ t t 

17. ’Rfww ^5a> a^ af«fr f^Rnflar ^ ^ %jtRiai. ai i jj f a , aaan^ affepsr, 
<tSt*'i a(n>l<pi, ^mci ^ eW aiPH^ ^ ai^wt ^a ^ cpnar ^lar 

fa ^ ^ ar ?it wm if ar a^ara if ajft aiar if a?a?f a^^ 
an ftata %ai t i fai% aRaai, fa ^ % aw aftsr if ift fa gaaia w 
Ma aa^ ^ ^a?aw maar t i aw ^ fa aia ^ ft? 
3B^ a#la f 4 t 4 fttai ^ ^ ai^ anaRif aa ai^ara a?afa ofaiar aaar 
ai 1 %i? fij fa ^ % <i^K*T ^ ftcjd ficT if tt ^aa a?aa ^ ainji^ % 
^ a#-a% aifta 5 ^ f affa f^ xfltraai^ af^ ^ # anm if Mgaai 
^ ftatf I 

ia. 'Wjtaia apnar war ^ aaiaiPw fta if t 1 aiaa if *fhfa ftftafai 
t^jaa span aa 3ia% aiaaf ^ >ia4l*i '^a% if awa atf ft ai at f 
aftnrraaaasa a %aH iji#i?r oaa % af^ at itart aa #iiaia ataoT 
*i44>rtiali, ftsanaf a>t ana, aafta apjaiaaai aa uRifd aaia aa ^aar 
'jpRF ft aar t afta ^ at ^sit ^ tt aiaar t t a^taia ajca? at afta 
afanj ant t fa arift aiaaaraif ^ aiaraia ft anaai 1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part 11—Sec. 3(i)1 


19. ^ 3ft 12.1 (^) ^ ^ 3?^fiRT t 

^aft^m ^ ^ ^^oaTTcT % ^ ^ ^ dot>r^ sff^r^xRT 

^ vsnxpft I ^ct^TH ^ 22 3Tfe, 2009 ^ ^ ^ ^ stt 3lk 18 
^i, 2009 ^ ^ ^ ^ aiif^cbiRcb 3?1^rqxHT ^ ^ 

^ t I ^ ^ ^ ^ y^fer ^ t ^5ftym 

Tfftf^r qcy>id y>^ ^ ^ 3fR yy>R 'f^ftyry 

y?^ % 12.1 (y>) yy ^e^TER ft>yT t l 

20. 3TT^yy^ IM yy^ any?^ ^ y5t ^Ivjj^yjD % yR ^ sTmyyy 

^3^ BWt # I y^: an^yy^r % ^^yryy 3fR ftiyft ymraft 4 2007-08 afR 
3TdH-f^^?m, 2008 % #y fFm: 18% 3fR 23% y^t ^ ^ ^ t f^RT^ 
y? t 3cyiyH ajk Rfy^ yy^cFj^ryf yy 3py ^ ^ 

^rryTcff im y^lf ^^Ry^yy? yyry y^ t i 

21. y^ v3^ ^ ^ yr^ ^rryTcff ^ ^ ^ % y?NTy y^ fy ^ yf^ ^ yr^ 

OTyr ^ air^yy^ % yr^t % y^RR ^ ^ i sRnyr, yR?fty 

3diKcb1 y5t ^fyyr A 2005-06 ^ ^ FtyR arfe-'few, 2008 y^ 136% 
y>t ^ ^ 2 fr I yyrPr, yty/^iyy ^ %yR 46% 

y5t ^ ft I 3Ty: hr^ yyrryy^ irt fcR^w % yryyr ^ 

^ yR^ yy f^n»ty 3fR, y anyryf A aryryyj y^r yryyr 
3M^y ^ ^ y^ yft ^ y4k yrf^, yfe y^ tt, % Ri^yw 

f I 

22. y? ^yi^ t ft) y^ % yyyyy afR yRTy)t yyyyy ^ 2005 % 

yry ^ t l ary: yynyy sfR yynyy ^ryyr y5t ^ ^ y^ 

^ y^tt y#r yricf ytt ^ sjt i ^rcnyr 3?ftyy^ ^ y? yryr 
m ft) yl^Rry^ ^ty^ yR^ % yry^ yfy ^ ^ % aTfTTR ftft^ 
^ ^ yR^ ^ ^ 3m T# ^ I ^ ^^ujciTii, yjyy^ y)t yyyftyT3ff y)t y^r 
iTR^, yy^ 3fR ftyRT^ yyrry ^ sn^ % yyry ^ ^yy^n t I 

23. yRpft) yfty yftmf ^ yRTR y^rf^ftyiy % Rftt y# ^ l 

sTenyr, yffy yftmt ^ #yyR, yyyyyyr 3jk yic^^ % 

Tfty ^ ^ 3yy)% ytt fty yy f. I yy yyyy v^yy^yt yifty^Rt srft ftyRy 

% ftry ^jeytyjy yR^ A ^Fiyy 3yy)% y?gy yR^ y)t ^ ^ yRyyff 

ytt ^ t I ^ ^ R^ftyry yRR % 3r3x:^ 4.2 (^) ^ ^yiyy^yf 
yrftyRt % ftry Ryftyry rpj ^ ^ 3ny[yt 3fR srft % tty 
cpKuii^cf) ^fty yRyr yRott tty? t ! yrftyytt ^ yt fy 3ti^icit % 


rMmii-'g°s 3 (i)] 


; srewirt 
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ararai 3RI sm lafir ^ 7ft 3iPrai4 ^ ^ arf^raicT l 

fTT 3RI ^ ^ T^f ftjJJI trii t I 

24. UWlRd WT7jt«R 7|t^ ^ 7n ^<raR ^ fctTJ 71^ 8ft 

71? 71^ ^litTT IHT THJ 5pTen ^ 

sft I ^ if 8if^ ywlMra eipj, ft><j t # WtTT 7T 

xf^rfim^f^ 33tnf7ir, «if^ gak (arak qifS^d ^) ^f ck 

3iq%. 71^ ylcRMiSj'd'f ^ UxlldHl' ^ ^ ^ 3fl? TTRcfk ?i«nt 4ft 
ufit'wvjl 4fk^ 3^ 4k?t ^ Tsinpn I 

'• \ 

25*. ^ ^ ^ imm ^ t (# 

XT 7.5 ^ 9.5 w) X3jt cRg^: fiwScT fen aft^ ^fer t I 

aii^q-i ^ vSTTcT a{c(fit % oRi-i an^TTcft aft^ ^ 

xnnft rnfe sft ^ wnaif h fe ^ ^ ^ 

xTiff^ ^ arfej feg^ fen xjtht ^^nfe ^ i 

26. VtvjpTT ^ ^ ePmr # arfen^ ^ erWt ^ ^ ^ afk 

eTcpfert ^ g>fer, ssfr gnxrJt arfe? %, ^ ^rxjt ^ ^ xTct^ 

^3tt ^ I vseiTn ^ ar^ft ^ (flxH ^ ^tfht ch'tHi 

w t I ^ fet^ ^ ^ 2005-06 ^ arfil^ ^ #. ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ t gjfe ^ fe an^iTcff ^ ^ aRT n>Kn> 

t I afermr, ardtr % ^*PrH ni% ^ ^ an 

^ t, ^ fxT anmd % ^ f^nnr ^RxirRm? ^ xsn^ t l 
^ffe> anfe> ^ xmm afk annicff ^ g5fef % ^ 4' ffe {WRnn^) 
^ ift fe^w wnr ^nrfe I 

27. X5H fe % cF5T XRfej Xirm xTfend ^ 'HHWH felT W t I 

fifiuTR ^ aRT xrd % ndn^ afk aRmfe n>t d ezrm ^ 

I 

28. d^ fe'^w anjn, anR^^Pr^ afk fegd ^fer t i ^nnid afk aRi 
^Kdf ^ nnm d ^ afk xan^ fe? ^ ^ fe nTRxnRm? ^ 
^ dt fefexjT ^ fen w t I 

fidqd ^ fiiJR 

29. d^Rnrnjdd ifM ^Rgn annnT an^ ^nx??f n^ nxj f l d 
2008-09 % dfH ^ annicT nRiaff A 2007-08 d ^ 21% d 
^ t I 2008-09 {nrfeJtf^) % amnd ^ d 2007-08 % dnn 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


• [P/mr II —Sec. 3(i)1 


165070 # ^ Tpr ^ ^ 131075 ^ ^ f>KNe t 1 

c|iwl^4) 3IPIM UKP|<*> ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 

illRl4>|chdM ^ 2007-08 % 3?RTcff ^ ^ ^ ^cTRT t, 

>3^ 2008-09 % fij 3n^ u<if5id t i 


30. ?r}»TTtT ^TTOTT tern ^TFf^ t, f«R1^ ^ ^ ^ cFt 

>d€4Vl ^ ^ +tb4^q^ (mfScpcl % aTRTd % 3TT^^ 

TI^gcT % I ^3lfN ^ R'PlPid ^ ^ affrPT vJcMK 31l^llcid 
qife^ ^ «Trm 4 3if^ ^ yfcfwfeil ^ ^ f, ?T8TTt^r 

^ ^ ^ ^ cfjc^Fn ^ ^ ^ tft 

mfScbcH ^ t, % hph vwn i 

31. ^ 5rf^ ^ f I I^Mfld ^ ^ ^ 

oT«R^ ^ ^5Fif^ f I ^ % «n^ ^ 99% w ^ ^ 

^ aiFii^ 4‘ ^ 21 % ^ f>KNe 3n| I ^rermr, 

tfW 3if^rPm, 1975 ^ STKT 8^ (1) % 3icrfe ^rmicft ^ ^ 

^ ^ ft t I ^ ^ ^ 2007-08 A 229780 ^ 

2008-09 4 189308 (ciiflcjn^d) cTq> P“Kicie ^nt t. 

ijfeft qt 2006-07 q?[ ^ ^ 3^l1^ ^Ti[^ ^J^qK q^t qm ^ Pl'ilcie 

qqffRT t I ^3iTlq % vScqrqq ^ 2007-08 q>\ ^ 2008-09 ^ 

58% q>t ^ ft 2007-08 q>t ^ 2008-09 ^ ^3lllq q>t 
Rlf^qf ^ 64% dq> ^ ^ ft I ^ f^ qMN ^ ^ ^qR tt^T 

^ ^ yqm t ^ cFTiq qi? % 3n^ f^RTSIR f 

3fl7 #qcT 3nq>^ fqq^ qqq^ ^ f I 

32. q?[qcff 4 q^ qtt ft t I q>^ ^ STTO 4[ STFIT^ sfR ^3iTtq 
q^ ft ^ q^ q>RWTqj. t I 

33. Tjfeff ^ (2007-08) q)t ^ arqf^T (sT&cT-'fe^, 2008) % qkiq 

q^T3ijtq 3fR v3q% qq^ % qqq qrt 2913 eiKsr ^Soqq ^ q^qR 2061 
elKsr ^nqr? qi? ^ I q^ qTd \Je^’isl41q t qq dH4q>T % ^ 50% 

ciq? q>\ q>41 3qt ^ 'deiVi q^ fqRTTq ttqr 'jfl^ ^ I 'deiVi 

q^ feiqT ^ qqsfe q^fw q>t R^tcl ^ ^fETR ^ «iici q^ Ri«€l cp'icii ^ 
^T^-'few, 2008 % ^krq fq ^tfit^ ^ q# tt ^ qf^ sntqq? 

wtq % qi^ qqr ft .q>^ qq q>RTq qq ^FT sn I q? 
cR? ^ ^ qt q^ ^rqq ^ ^ yqRrd 

qfr qRft tl 





34. 3sira ^cftn % P i »q Tc i>i % 

^ rajm^ ^ ^ ft^nu i if fitqjH ^ t afl^ ^ ^effirra ^rasft 

4*f^il3iV .% 4.2(?P) SRI ssirtfira «1^ ^ ^fa fftr ct ^ 

wiT ^ ’■pm ^f »ft ^ t I 

35. 4. Wl«r t4^4> Hl^W'H ftr. % aidol, 2008 if MciiK”! ^ t amfcT if 
am^TmRm % ti?^ ^ if t i ^;«ff aif? ^pri ani^ ^. ftR^ 

"ftr. ’^ 2006-07 if ^ vRq i SH ^ feqi 13^ ^ «# arafSr % stwr s^f 
3mfa.2005-Q6 if ^ ^ ^ 11^ ^ftcj ■dtvis’* ^ 

g#rm arafir w aft araft % anaR #if if pr pft ^ 
a)i^44> % pm if ^ airat iRga ^ t, ftRi^ pro ^ ^ pi^ 
^m TS a»f ^ pW Wfflt l ftpffti 

36. pjara spg g>t pj^ ^ if prf 2005-06 if 130335 ^ arttcT- fttfpP , 2008 

4[ 191192 Jft.e. P>f ^ t (254923 ift.e. gjffi^lfPT) I 3 P’J ^ araft 
% ^ if 196% aft ffe aaf t i ?mift, p^ amiaaif ^ aia^ 

swm ^ 2005-06 if 132380 ’ft.e. ^ as^R 2008-09 
(aifta>lf!pl) if 416833 ft.3. ^ ftpiT t I pf^ gffti % 'IRT fta^ »Tftm 
an atgnn aiaft aft ft^aRftarai sft l amsft amiaa aaar if 
si^fta pm ^ ^ aft aft ftj tii^ am an afta ^ ai^am cmft ^ 
pro ftaiRPTT t I 

37. prf 2005-06 if far acMKH if ^ cnm 69% ana? pana «ft i aia aif 
2005-06 if p^ ap^ aft far am 130335 ^ft.^. sit, aa pi^ amiaa 
66707 »(t.s. P5I sn ftRiif ^ 45849 ft.?, ana? Pan? ft aft? aifft 
saftawiarf ft ftnj ftaar 20143 ft.?, ami saaw ft i ^ f^ift anai? 
aftaPTT ?fta ft ftnj anmm ft^aa 4 l 

38. pft? apg ft aft an p i pi^ atMi-i*! % p w p fa ft pm if a^ ps 4 f? aftn? 
aitpr'4 nrn aft 44"^ P5?r a ia a i a i i ft4 a mftft ft Pi>jof aiasft ft 
amiaft ft an^aaft ft ariaftf aft ^a? 3(kft^ftmft#Ra^ aft amr 
an wnaiI 

39. Pifftan 4 •?nai«t aRR atj artaft ft a^PiR afti^ftft ft fta affeiai ft# 
ft anaift ft ^ ^ t Iftaft ft PiatfW ami aftftmi. Piipfs, a'an^Pi aftp 
pfti ft anail?id ^ ft i ipi arm ft-ftaftft ftftftt"ftftt =i^ anaft 
ft 1ft ftRT TR>R ft fa ftpff ft ff anaipff ft ^ ft anpR mrfftan ft 

araaailft? afrtft&at Pi^ ^4t I 


M 2-5a G,rjo^-’2 








10 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part U—Sec. 3(i)1 


40. ^ ^ ^ cbMPr^l {^rsifcr ^if%i(^)ichdf) ^ % 

^ vicMKH ^ 30.36% t I cTSinft. yfcTOT ^ 

«IcIRT ^ t I ^ wn ^ 6f^ ^ ^itcj MirScbd ^ ^ 

?nftef ^ w t- f m(^ch<d ^ f^. 

(f^e^m) 3fk ^ f^. ipf^ ^) I ^ cbqPrql ^ 

OTrlT flR^ cift «RcTT % cTWT 3 

^ t I ^ ^ ^ cbMPiql' % irm ^ 

q||^<t)[c»>dl ^ ^?qT^ SRcTT % 3 ^ t, ^ Zf? 

^ ^TTdl t sid^Kd 4 30.36% cfJT ^ qiRr4>14>d' 

SPT^ TTRT ^ f, -iiccf>|i^ ^ ^ vjiiq^n I l?f^ ^ 312 

(ziT w^ 6 f^) % mm m 450 zMKpr i?f^ ^ ddiKd arndi 
TH 'HR^^ vlcMIdd ^ illRicbIcbdi cf)T 20.95% ^ 

^TTdT ^ I ^TcT ^ cpeMdi ^ ^ ^ dKcfl^i ^dTT^ 

% 20.95% ZR zj^ W 30.36% ^ z[^ ddlKd dJi 

"TigZ3 dPTT I 

41. ^ ^TRcftzj ^^iWi cbMPiq) d?t amzfRirn 

^ d^ dld^ f, vj|W<t)dI mfeddft ^ dcfdH ^ dj^>3nd % «ift^dl4 
zn^md ^ zj?R d>f^ ^ ^ c^qPidl % arid?^ ftpyi 

t I 

42. ^^^ ^ WSJ d# t % ^ Zft d>qPldf {ZTTf^TdddKM ZR TTdstd? 

dJyftzit) dft ft# dT^3ff ZR ^TddT vdMdld ZT®# 3TTd)^ tR WRTZd^ UNftdj 
dd> % ftry uRxjcbdl UTftd># ^ d^ ft>dT t I 

43. dc^did znfttcRT ^ ^ ^jqrzif % ft># ^/zn^fe d^ d^ ^#zr dzn t 
ftfd^ Zl^ dlTld 3TTZTRT dfcRdZlf dd ZTTddT dd d^^d t I zit^ 

'3#d ^ f#f dd ^dldYvildT ZR dKT ftdj ^ cl# ^ddTZfKddt # 

zjtvddT ddd «41 )c|K ^ % d^ diRjcfd 4' cTd)# d5t Zddd 

3fR Hd># d^ d>ldd1f ^ "^TdTftd d>^" % ZT^ ^ eTd^ % ^rnjftddM % 
^ d^ d^ "dxrf#” #Z yftd^d ^ddd d^ dR dR^ dRd % ftry 
lft#Pld>t 31Pj[rid>dl3ff % RI5R d^ df "ddt#" % STeddT ^ d^ t I 

44. dridld dTT# ^ 7dfftTd d^ mi d>ZdT dft^3frfty> ftd % ft^ t I ^ 
cTdry ^ t ZI^ ycT xft d^T ftftdtdT#, ftTd% did iHiflqd dd 3nd^ 
ddddd/zadd d# t, dzn dR^ y>^flxR ftftdfer d#d ^ % dRIdd 
eddd ^ ^ ?t v5ny4t I 


i 1 i .1 ^ I J 1 
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[WTII—T8Pg3(i)3 

3iRW gft? gff^id^T in 

45. 3rai% 3fk ?^3rM ^ ^ ^ ^ ?iszr # ^ v>iH4>ifl 

% ^ -mf^ w t amiTcn?^ di^f^cb^rt 3ft7 ^ #i 

mm t 

% U'H'W^euT ^ an i ^ nrnw W -m mtR 

^\h<<b) m RPi*iiui 4ft wmr % ^ fsrr t t ^ 

^4T4> ^ % 3!ft? nrar ^ ^ H«r>i'( ^ ^ifcPT <3<rm<;- 

4i(54)d ^ # nrn 4^t ^ 45^ % 3n47W aft l aif^ 

^4R ^ amRfcjd miRcHH ^ 

^ 4r4t 4t ^ ^ w an dife «irm^ ^ nPT 4ft ^ ^ I 4^: 

m 3nft44> ^ 3fk ^2R% ^Raf4> ^4^4^ 31MR»^d Ml(Scbd ^ % Pl4ftd 
31l4ldcb >ft f, ^ ^dlKch! ft> 44> 4ft 4RT «ff^ 4>T-4T4r 45^ 

3rfft44 fft^mR 3fk ^lft44T^ t I 

46. 4iRichichdl 4RT 4^ snnnT t I niRr^r^dtaft ft 

anniftf 4ft 4T4T 4ft w?ft 4>4 4c!T4T t RiRTft ^Rt ^ ft? g^i4el mm 
nrsTTsif ft ^ ffir 44ffi4 ^ t \ mm 4? ammff ft 4ft 2007-08 
^ ft 4ft 2008-09 ft 21% ^4? ^ 4?ftt 3TTf # I 

47. 500 f^./#ft44 ft 900 fft>Tn./fttftt44 ft? 44c4 4tR 4lf5^ iti 4K4 ft 

fftPilftd 3jR aimifcid vinft #, 200 f^.4T./fttftt4»t ft 500 

fft>4T./fttftt44 44F4 4Tft 4TfS4>d iti ^TK4 ft RPffftd 4ftt ^ f 
ft>4^ 3n4M 1ftj4T 4n ^H4?4T t I 4lRl4>14>dl wft 3ITft44 ft ^ 3RR 

nft 4ft 4?^ ft fft4)cT ^ t I vjlldcpdf yiRlcfrlft ftt ^ 3m^ 47 ftR 4?7ft, ft 
7ft t ftt 4?Tftt 4?c4Tjft ft 3ff7 4T4ft 4ft 41^ tT4) 4n?Tr ft I 

48. m fft4T4 4ft fft44 47^ ftj4?T 4lRl4>!4>dtyft ^ ^c4lfftcT 4T fftR u lftd 500 

fft^./fttftW4 ft 900 f^./7M44 ft? 44c4 4Tft Mlf£4>cl ftlft ftR ftftt 4W 
ft? fftPmW ft, ftt 4? TTWn 77T«T ^ ftft 4T^ ft 1ft? 47T 4TRr^ ft 
ftt4T^e4? ftfftp? 3Tfftfft44, 1975 ft? 4410 ft? ^Rfftd 3nft 4Tft Tiftt MlfS4)ci 
ftftf 47 74ft4R 4?T ^T^ft^ ft?4T 44T ft I ^ 3TTft44 4?t 500 

fft?4T./7M44 ft 900 1ft?m./7M44 ft? 44F4 ft? 3f?Tft4 34% 4Tft M l f£4>ei 

ftftf, fftfjft 4T7cf ft nazR ftr qif5<t)d ftft % ftm ft TimMd: ftrftr 

^TTdT ft, W fttfft4 77441 4Tfl4 47 I ^ 44l0.ft? ^?Tft?T 34% ^ Tiftt 
MlfScbci ftftf 44? fftT^ 4^ ft?^ vTT 7T4?c4 ft I 1ftft4 7o4 ft 44 Mlfei'cH 
ftftT 44? f^dcbl 4T74 ft fftfftnRr ftt 4ftf ft?4T vifRIT I 
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49. illRichicbdl ^ ^ ^ ^ 3IRIW f ^ Wi 

^ 4^511 ^ ^ ^ I vJdi> 

«TOfT # 3fk SR] tfttM ^ t ?it ^ 

3ii<i!<i ci>\4 yf^RcT ^ I cpK^I ^ 1% v3^?t^ mfepef % 

MilScbd ^ ^ RM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^dwi ^ t i 

50. ’ET^ ^ RPlPid ^ ^ JjUMxil flTef^ t I ^ ^ 

^rqW ^ ^3^ ^ ^ mfStPcl ^ ^ 3THJm ^ 

^Fiiff #Tr t RPiHlciisff ^ mm m 

^ ^ mfScbxH ^ ^ ^ t I 

51. ^<>cb ^ cr>x^i W^STPT^ 1%cT ^ ^ I ^P^frcR 

^3cqT^ fcPT?^ % fil^ ^ ^ vSTT?^ f^RT^ sflT ^ 

^ 3iRn#m tP^cR ^ Tn^ ^ ^ vsnijTft i afk ^ 3imR 

XR ^ 3llill(cld 4)41V^ ^ ^ ufcRqgf ^ ^ 

'dSR? «inidi ^ vj|€ifcb sit? x^ miccpei ^ xjj^ff^R ^ 

v3cMl<3R ^IR^ ^ 3TTErR*Jd Wnft t, XR 1^ cRT^R ^ET^ 

^ t I 

52. Xim ^?T|7T % inviiR ^ 99% ^ ^ ^ STRmff ^ WI 

WT ^ 21% ^ Pl'ilcie 3n^ I 3IRRT, 'dlHI^jech tRxfj 3lRlP|ilH, 1975 

ETRT 8 ^ (1) % 3T^ 3rciTO> ^ ^ w ?it arpncff 

I 

53. 'HR^T ^ WIK ^ ^ ^ 2007-08 ^ 229780 #^hq[x? ^ 2008-09 

^r 189308 (cnftcfftf^) ^ ^ 3fT^ t fbRi^ ^ 2006-07 

4 31^ % ^ ^ xfin g^ffRT ^ t I 

^ ^ 2007-08 xf>t 4 2008-09 4 58% cT^ W 

t sflY X3#xT ^ ^ 2007-08 ^ ^ 2008-09 ^ 64% ^ 

^ ^ 1^ ^ I ^ ^rxilR ^ 4 ^TIR #TT ^ CT22I ^ ^TT^ t 

% X3€Ttn gRT XTTT % 3n^ f^RTEIR # 3jk 3IT^ 'SRI 

^xjf^: ^RPR W # I 

54. X^ 3n;^^3iafe^^ fe. (sRTRT ^ Xi5t XJ^ ^^XT^ft) ^ 

3 ^eiF# XR. ci^ %g 2900 ftfcm ^ mn t i 

^ % xjirtTT cf>t Rm^ ^ Pi^kui cir^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 'H*iiiifpJi'd xifHT ^n%x7 I RFicif mi 

dHI^ % PlCMKH XR xrXTm xp^ cl5t >H»IlcHI t 3fk 





[VPTII—•gpg3(i)] 




i3 


^ ^ cpRTiT ^ ^ ^ §if gr^mf 1^r*#erR ^ agyi^ii 

^ 'W<p!ai ^1 

55. ^ ^imr ^ 4 mm ^Pfi^ % 

^ gf?R ^ f, y?^ 

^ ^FT^ yRRT WF^ t 

ftRT^ ^ v^Hcbl'fl ^ ^ t, ^ grm^^ yjtRT ^ 

isfcRygtR^ ?t1%ct ^ ^ ^ y^dR t i y#rH 

*ii*t<ri 4 ^- 1 * 10*1 yt^HT ^ %cf?f y? y?TPTF yyi ^ vswty-yRdT yy 

f^miR y?^ ^ # I ^ y^(^i # y>i^ ^ w yR y>T yyr 

t W y^ ^3#y yyFi^ # v55yTyyRT # ^ enyy ^ ^ y>^ 
gjk gtmf^ uf^wyf yy WRT M gr^ft y5^ # ^ 

y>^ I yff^ A ijd-^fey"y^ yy yc^ yff' ftRT yyr t yft ^ 
gfte ^ >3^ y^ ^ ^ I gfcffyr, yt^ yy? ^styy 

cyyy y>^ gflr'nyy^^ic^y^ ^Hiy>^M- ^ t i sR^ cRr # 

yxdifid y>^ % ^ny eTPj yjcy^ % yr y^ ^trR ^rt gi^xly fey yy 
yjc^ % ^?R % #y yy> Rfty f^yr vyRT yrfey l yyift, ^iftcpi ^ 
vR^ siKT grj^r yy y^y^f % w (1 C)0%) % y^ -yiy^ya gnyR 
yyr t I y iRty>i ^ yyy #^;ofy: fAmR % i 

*tg % fi*ef>4 

56. ^ -rmA % gfR y^ ^Riyy^, yytyyygff/gnyiy^, Pryfyy^f gfk 

f^fytyy> ^ y>t ^FRyyyt sry ^Rgy y>t yryyr^jyy) yrry y^ t i 
y§Ty>Rt ^ yy g?^^ glk ^ y? ^ yy PRrf ^ 

wyf y? f?ryR yyr t i 

57. R^xitftn v>cmQ :- gy^yy> A et<r»^ yr g?^'CpT^ 'tuyfiyl % “hiIccpci y^, 
gftfty^ ^ eM (gftyy^) afR ^ y^ % yt^ (dyi^yq)^ ^ ^) yrt ^ 

w g^y «5ii4f^y yyi^ # yfr^ yyr ^ amyr yff (f^ yyyyyym 

Ml 15end yr ^yy y^yry y>wT yyr ^) yyr yft ^flyiypy> ^ yW 4410 % grcFtcr 

gy^ t" y? w\tA %gn^ t l cf^^f^^, ftf^y^ yr wm yr 

'Hvjiiyiil Mf(5i^d' cM % gr#T ”>3yy NScyry*' % 

yry^ ^ t i ^ y^t g?^ yiP^rf^ry? yryf ^ A\ yyyr ^snyr t, f^ry^ 
yrrftH t: ^/gmf^^/t4ty yif£y>ci/yy?y^ m(5y?cHM^/^/^4y^ Ati I ^ 
v3RTy y^ >4>yiJ5<?y> 5iRyj grfePryy, 1975 y>t -I % >3y9W 4410 % 

amify ftjyr yy 11 
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58. 3TT^^ ^ ^ ftniT t % MifSchd ^ ^ ^ 

OTfW ^^raif/ ^i^W/frr^TT)T?fiRf cf^ PlcHcby 3fl^ 

^ cI5T vSTTcH t \ ^HPPnft ^ Wi ^ cT^nTT Tirt 6^ % 

^ ^ vSTTcH t I ^g^Till viTTcn t , 

f^RT% ^ 3rf^ 30^ ^ cFT SrRjR ^ eTT?^ Pi chid 

vSTTcH t I ^ ^ drMJexlld MlfScbc^ m % TTTEqH ^ ^ 

\5TTrn t I fcf>^ % f ^TFT ^ 13^ v?mT tl 

4&R ^fT?<TT 3fk U^m 4 meRT^T t I wfm 

aTf^ra>m ypRl^ ^ ^ vstrh t i ^iht^ 

3?1^ ^ t 3n^ ^fc i M ^ t I ^ 

^ t I ^ ^ ^ ^ afly ftcbivi, t I ^ Mrf&che^ iR 

ePTF? dl^ ^ vJ^l«; ^ cfrc'( ^T)RR c^ ^TT \3^ 3?^ 

T^mrw ^ 3rf^ ^jcm^ ^ ffe ^ 3 ?^ 3m^ % ^ ift ^ cftitr 

ftcTTOT viTTcTT t I ^ ^ ^ ^1^ PT^F? ^ rRd PTOT ^ 

^ 3ncf)R ufim t cTcq^wm «pft ^ ift€\ ^ Tferf ^ cr^ afk 
WRcl^d cf^ % fcTl? ^ viTTcn t I ^ ^ 

wtPTct aft? vSTRn t I a^!^r|Ri ci^t 

W‘I5t& m] >3^ ^Tf^ ^ vjTRft t I cRCR^ ^ 3IMP«^d/^ ^ c3^ 

% f^pRR ^ cR^ ^ t I 

59 . PrPm f%?r^ ^ ^ t % an^^ a^'lR^^^ 

25 Ppft. ^ a!Pm> ’TfeT^ ^ Wft Pm % mfehd 500 Pm.M41^M ^ 

;j^ ^ ^ m[5:<^>d iM, e^«iei'< mfScbd ^ ^ e^^idy cM cf^r 

PtPmW^^# I ^ ^ «RTRT TT^n an % atRuPid an^^ |[rt PiPPid 
^JdTT^ % "^TtTRT ^ wm TTpRqEft" ^Jc^TT^ ^ t I 

60. f^dfil^ ^«TcpT^ % cf5T PR^W ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Pr^twaif, arpRT ^TTzfPr. PiPhWi ^Prt ^ afk ar^ f^^^pRnaff % irR 

^ ^gxRT CRT Bpn aM^zjcfj t i cranft, an^^ ^ ^ ^ >fli4vdP«t> 

^ nm t afk ?T ^ ?Ta2Tf afk ^>pjfT % an^R r v 3^ ^qj 

yPr^q^" ^3cm^ % ^ cf^ ftciif^ uTT% % ^TK "ift ^ % wPr 

^ ^ ^grRT Rg^ ^ t I an^RT ^ y^r yr^ ^^^rratPRT 

% feTTT xRqfe ^ t I d<( 5 ''dK, arriRT ^ vrf^Pa^ ^jfyr^ otPt ^ PrPrPicT 

^jcyr^ % "^mH ^ir ypRy^" ^ t i 

61. ^^fPr:- y? aiT^RT 4 ftnr^ f^. afk 4 4^'ttcb 

yl'Scjxt'ti f^. qKi ■^tr Pm RH ^ I an^Rf^i ^ y? ar^rPi f4>^i ^ Pf? 4^ ai4^ 
dd^Kch t. f^H4> ym f4yNT#T ^Jcmy yy ^cyidd ^r 4 ^ «mT t l yry t- 
4. '%3n4T f^., 4 anfxraRT^ f^., 4 4 ?t^ MPid yr. f^., 4 

y^ 4>y5® yr.^., 4 RpRt^ 4y f^. 4 qy yt^ yr.f^., 4 4y>f^ 






[MPTii—•go^ao)] 
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f^. 3jk A. ifN f^. I ^ ^ ^ % I 

3n^^ ^ vj^qRH ^ t i ' 

62. f^pRT i/^T^w'l' ^ ^ 3I5#T fcTe^ ^ 

f^. 3if|^ ^cpt f^. % ■^Tpft ^ VJI1-11^51 <!>’< Rpl«l5ai3ff ^ ^ 

^ W t I STcT: ^ fcT vJ^qRH % ampt ^ ^ t I ^ ^ NJHlKcbl 

% TR I^^JR v5iR ^ ^ 1%Rn 21% ^ ^sm % 

^ ^ "sr^ f^Rn” ^ t I (srRRTT, ^ "^Rsfe" ^ ^ 

3ragRW ^ t 3jk ^ ^ ^5PTC ^ 1^ t ^ ;m>R ^ 

amr c^m ft>?n t 3 jt^ ^ >3^ ^ ^ ^ >3c^ ^ t i 

63. ail^cjcbf ^ ^TcfET ^ ^ Vi4d<« ^ sn ^ ycPR ^ 

"tl^ ;3^” TTFTT ^ ^ramr t I air^ ^ >dl^f^d cTSzff % WcT ^ ^ crfj fefT 
7RIT SIT 3jk ftcRT^ MiH^bKT ^ SIT I ^ "^I^ 

>3^“ ^ % ani^ ^ % ^RTsf^T ^ ^ ^r^cT ^ srr afk ^ cfr 
^ItJdPl* ^ feRT 3fl? ^ ^ ^ lef^ 31^^ ;R5^ I ^ 

an^^ % *‘il^ ^3lf^rT" ^ ^ ^ ^ ^MdaM ^ 

^RroT 7 t^ t, art^rPpiTT, 1975 ^ m\ S ^ (6)(^) % 

315?n7 3TT^r^ ^ t I 

ii^ fq3Tram> 

64. an^^ ^ pT f^iRT^jT 4 f^dKI^flH ^ ^ ^ #, % 

an^ % ^ ^ ^;£FTr 45t t ^ Pinif^d dilcfchi ^ ^ ^ t i flcR^ 

^ ^ fW SIT TR^ ^XRT Wl^t t I ^ ^ 

f^Pm ^ % Prqt^ ^i4sft arf^ vr^ # I v3^ ^ ^ 'Hct>f$id 

arr^ ^ ^ >3c^ t ^ ^ ^ an^ 2007 ^ 

99,449 ^.Z. ^ 39,702 ^.e. ^ ^ # I 

dlf^chl 



2006-07 

2007-08 

2008-09 
(f^^ cT^ 

fd ailijid ('dl41^|*T) 

57030 

65152 

82621 

3j1'<ld ♦llRlO? aiNId (>tfl4)'4*i) 

4752 


9180 


* 'rfl'ii^c^ 2R<f> ^RlPl<j*i, 1975 ^ URT 8 ^ (6)(^) 4 \3oTn ^ Pi*^t^’ttix d^^nft^T I4><ii ^rai ^ • 

(^ *•^<3 <iahr ^ 3Wf ^ v»w«»9» ^- 

(i) ^ » 777(7 4 Wfl^ zri unm Ii0*y^ 9 ?^ ^ TfHV orv/?<p pfr 9 r 

/ii? mn ^ wm m msi jifrR^ ^ m mv nm 4 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ji^ 

>Hur^ / 
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'>ft «i^ ^ A ^ ^R^cf ^ an 

^ eft 'Mi4«iPicr> ^ ^TFT feRIT ^ ^ q>t^ fcifed 31^^ yx^a ft>qi I 
3Tc^, ^ RxiKIsfM ^eqr^ ^ g^ct 7 >^u| vjltcncfl^ t, eft SIFITeT ^fsj^ 

% ‘nr ^ v3^ ^ 'Mqjdi I 

ePRt^: 

66. "AAr 5ri%" ^ ^ ^ f^ifeT ^ 5ri% ^ 5ricr t; 

3lk ^ ^3eRT'' ^ 31^ ^Mk ^ ^ 3fk 3TRm^ ^3eRT t 1^ 

67. ^^fnmi ^t«i^ ^RR % 3r5^ 4.2(c^) 3lk ^ftnrg^ tRxp .(^sftmn ^ 

3lf%m 3fk 3114)cH) Pm 1997 % Pm 8 % 3?^ A emfk^ ^ ^ 3I^feeT 
t Pt> AA^ del ^ ■'Pfk % ^3ek 4>T PrakR 4>Pm ^xfk^ ^R4ft 

3lk 3TRI meT ^R^ff 4^ 3^4 Pm mt ’snftrT I cTanft, Ul4tin't ^ 

^ PiPiftte ^ t Pfj ^ ^e^icbH ^ 3TPmT4 ^ ^ m w^Riei ^ i 
^ ftRft A) erazif sfk wPm 4>t f^rPr % 3mY r 

te-te meff ^ Pi^-Pt^ 3r^-3m ^ % \ y?^ 

4>R4j % ^ieRT ^ 304444) ^ ^ 4? W^Rlel 4^ ^ Pt> ^ V^ W45 ''4^“ 

m % I vJyTRR % TTFf^ ^ ftpm, #jFTR 3fk vieyK'chelf 4i 45Tft 30 

^04jeft t f^RT^ ^?iPt 4^ f^TpI A "4T^ 5lPr" ^ ^ 3lk ?^TfeT^ AAH 

§Tpt ^ Prmt mrtPieT 'smm ^wn i 4[ PRft yjpm 4 ?r4> 4[ Prt4^ 

30 t 4^ WI 4^ ^ ^lipT 4ft "4Tft det" W^Rlel 4^ ^ ^ I ^ 
ycOR wA ^xHeicQ 45R4ft 3lk 3P4 pRft ^FTeT 4R^ 4>t emft4ft vjfNt A) 3lcll4T 4? 
4TeT 304444? t 4^ 4>t ^144 f^lPl ^ ^ 44 44pT 4>t f^lPt R 4414 

A\A 44cT 40^ % 30Rtc0 A *ie4f4?4 Pm 404 

68. eieij'HR, 4^ 4lPr 4T 4^ ^ Pt4e^ 4R^ 4^ WpT % 

45R4ff, P4444 ?3e^ pROff ^ Pm 44T t 441 304 4>R4ft, # 4^ 5lPr 4T AAk 

A> ^34^ % Pl4kR 45t ^ ^ 444 R Pr4R 4R4T AAU I 4^ 41 

4^1k §Tpt *51 (cl A> <9el) ^ Pl4kR 4)^ vjeiVl 4ft 444 f^Tpt 44 vjeiVl 4ft 
f^lPr TR 4414 ^14^ 41^ 4Jft 444 4?I>^ A> 30eft4? A, *^04(4)4 R 3041^4 ^ 
41%^? I 


^ arfSjf^. 1975 gft tjRT 8 ^ (6 )(tt) 

^ 1975 ^ «RT 0 ^ (6)(^ 

^ '®*<^ 3i1 ^ 3*v'l’Tf)'ii ycftiix *!rRcrr arfloft^r Fi^>(<j DmIcJ %139 'r .hwiRo i 
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69. ^ 3il^qcf) ^ t 3ft^ Sji^qchT gRT ^FfcT 

4 ^ ^ gRTf M t I aiM^^jch ^xrt ^ ^ 

■^7^ ^7^ '^] ^pfk Sfjf^ % ^3?r^ ^ ^ P|£7fRcf ^ fe^TT ^ <^chdi % I 

ftgM RiM>rRyi : 

70. % 3TMR IR ^ Wl^R ^ eTPJ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

% I 

[TTT, U -^-22011/26/09] 
■q?FR. R?irH^7R) 

DIRECTOR GENITIAL (SAFEGUARDS) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 24th November, 2009 

Subject:- Saiegitiird invest^iticm concerning imports of Plain Particle Board 
into India - Final findings 

GSi^R. 840(E).—^having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and the Customs Tariff 
(Identification and Assesssment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997 thereof 

1. M/s Shirdi Industries Ltd and M/s Bajaj Eco-Tec Products Ltdf (hereinafter 
referred to as applicants) filed petition on 23”* March, 2009 before me in 
accordance with the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended and Customs 
Tariff (Identification and Assessment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997 notified 
vide Notification no. 35/97-NT-Customs dated 29.07.1997 (hereinafter 
referred to as Rules), alleging increased imports of Plain Particle Board 
causing serious injury and threat of serious injury to the Domestic producers. 

The petition has been supported by M/s Novapan Industries Ltd, M/s 
Archidply Industries Ltd, M/s Paralam Global Pvt.Ltd, M/s Patel Kenwood 
Pvt.Ltd, M/s Darshanboard Lam Ltd, M/s Shiv Dhan Boards Pvt.Ltd, M/s 
Bakelit Hylam Ltd and M/s Greenply Industries Ltd. Having satisfied that the 
requirements of Rule 5 were met, the notice of initiation of safeguard 
investigation concerning imports of Plain Particle Board into India was issued 
on 22"^ April 2009 and was published in Extraordinary Gazette of India on the 
sameday. 

2. A copy of the notice was sent to the governments of all the exporting nations 
through their embassies in New Delhi, A copy of initiation notice was also 
sent to all known interested parties listed below: 

Domestic producers 

a. Shirdi Industries Ltd, Rudrapur 

b. Bajaj eco-tech products Ltd., 

c. Novapan Industries Ltd, Hyderabad 

d. Paralam Global Pvt.Ltd, Nagpur 
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e. Kenwood Pvt.Ltd, Bharuch 

f. Archidply Industries Ltd, Bangalore 

g. Shiv Dhan Boards Pvt.Ltd, Nagpur 

h. Bakelit Hylam Ltd, Secunderabad 

i. Greenply Industries Ltd, Rudrapur 

j. Kushal Decor Ltd, Secunderabad 

k. Darshanboard L Lam Ltd, Surat 

l. Richa Particle PvtXtd, Matar 

m. Silicon Jewel Industries Pvt.Ltd, Bharuch 


Exporters 


a. Bripanel Industries Sdn Bhd, Bukit Pasir Industrial Estate, Muar, Johor 
Malaysia 

b. Green River Panels (Thailand) Co. Limited, 222 Moo 4, T. Thachang, A. 
Bangklum, Songkhia, Thailand Zip: 90110 

c. Bripanel Industries Sdn Bhd, Bukit Pasir Industrial Estate, Muar, Johor 
Malaysia 

d. Genetic Corporation Limited, 778, (Warehouse 7), Charoennakorm Road, 
Bangpakok, Ratbuma, Bangkok-Thailand 

e. Biz Supply Company Limited, 234-Room A108, Raja Resort Building, 

Soi Ratchada 16, 

f. Ratchadapisek, Hukiawang, Bangkok - Thailand, Pfieiderer AG 

g. Corporate Human Resources, Ingolstadter str. 51, D 92318 Neumarket - 
Germany 

h. Thermopal GmbH, Wurzacher Str. 32, 88299 Leutkirch im AlIgSu, 
Germany 

i. Wilhelm Mende GmbH & Co., P.O. Box 1513, 37505 Osterode - 
Germany 

j. Tafisa SA, Ronda de Poniente, 6-B, Centro Empresarial EURONOVA, 
Tres Cantos 28760 Madrid-Spain 

k. Annovati, Gruppo Trombini Spa, 10060 Frossasco (TO)- Italy -Via, 
Piscina 13 

l. Chi mica Pomponesco S.p.A, Via delle Industrie I, Pomponesco - 46030, 
Italy 

m. FINSA, Scariff, Co Clare, Ireland 

n. Linopen NV, Ooigemstraat 16, 8710 Wielsbeke - Belgium 

o. Balkan SA, PO Box 10310, Thessalonikis-Verolas Rd., Thessaloniki, GR- 
570 11, Greece 


Importers/consumers 

a. PLY POINT, 15/228, Kodampuzha Road, Petta, Feroke, Kozhikode, 
Kerala 

b. SRIVARI TRADERS, I36/53B, Ooty Main Road, Odanthurai, 
Metupalayam, Tamil Nadu 

c. LABEL SALES CORPN, Indradhanush Apartment, Shope No. 7,8 & 9 
T.D.Road, Cochin, Kerala 

d. KRISHNA PLYWOODS, 34 Kamraj road, Karur, Tamil Nadu 

e. THAMARAPALLY BROTHERS, XL/499 Usha Kiran, M.G.Road, 
Emakulam, Kochi, Kerala 
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f. KALINGA IMPORTS & EXPORTS Pvt. Ltd, 18/777 Kallai Road, 

Calicut, Kerala 

g. JACSONS VENEERS AND PANELS P.LTD, XL/499 Usha Kiran, 

M.G.Road, Emakulam, Kochi, Kerala 

h. VICTORY PLYWOOD DISTRIBUTORS, R.No. 148, CE-34/640, 

Stadium Complex, Kannur, Kerala 

i. MATHEWSONS EXPORTS & IMPORTS P.LTD, 44/2158, First Floor 
Mathewsons Bldg., Kaloor, Cochin, Kerala 

j. FEROKE BOARDS LTD, VP 4/394, P>0. Kaarad, Faroke College, Via- 
Malappuram, Kerala 

k. R.J.METALS, XL/4039 Faba Complex, Jews Street, Emakulam, Cochin, 

Kerala 

3 Questionnaires were also sent, on the same day, to all known domestic 
producers and importers and exporters asking them to submit their response 
within 30 days. 

4 All requests for consideration of Interested parties and extension of the time 
period were considered and requests were accepted after considering the 
expediency of investigation. 

5 The £q)plicants requested for provisional safeguard duty and provided 
evidences of critical circumstances in case of Plain Particle Board. After 
expeditious conduct of investigation the preliminary finding was issued on 
04* May 2009 recommending safeguard duty at the rate of 30% ad valorem 
on Plain Particle Board when imported into India. However, no provisional 
safeguard duty was imposed. 

6 A public hearing was held on 21®* October 2009, notice for which was sent 
on 12* August, 2009. All interested parties who participated in the public 
hearing were requested to file a written submission of the views presented 
orally in terms of sub rule (6) of rule 6 of the Custom Tariff (Identification 
and Assessment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997. Copy of written 
submission filed by one interested party was made available to all the other 
interested parties. Interested parties were also given an opportunity to file 
rejoinder, if any, to the written submissions of other interested parties. All 
the views expressed by the interested parties either in the written 
submissions or in the rejoinders were examined and have been taken into 
account in making appropriate determination. 

7 As there are large number of interested parties who have filed their 
submissions, their contentions and the issues arising there from, are dealt 
with at appropriate places without referring to specific names of the 
interested party for the sake of brevity. 
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8 The information presented by domestic producers was verified by on-site 
visits to the plants of the domestic producers, to the extent considered 
necessary. The non confidential version of verification report is kept in the 
public file. 

Views of the Domestic Industry 

9 The domestic industries viz. M/s. Shirdi Industries Ltd and M/s Bajaj Eco- 
Tec Products Ltd and supporters constituting major share of domestic 
production of the product made the following submissions: 

10 The product under consideration in the present investigation is “Particle 
Board, Oriented Strand Board (OSB) and similar Boards (for example, 
Waferboard) of Wood or other Ligneous Materials, whether or not 
agglomerated with resins or other organic binding substances [hereinafter 
referred to as particle board or said product], falling under Customs Tariff 
subheading 4410.” However, particle boards laminated with veneer or 
papers or decorative laminate are beyond the scope of the proposed product 
subject to safeguard duty. The product is also known by a number of 
commercial names, which includes Plain/Raw/Colored Particle/ Fiber 
Particle/ Bagasse/ Bamboo/ Jute/ Panel board. The product is classifiable 
under sub-heading No. 4410 of Schedule 1 of the Customs Tariff Act 1975. 

11 Imports of the product into India, was 5362 MT/month in 2005-06 and 
4752 MT/month in 2006-07. In 2007-08 it increased to 5429 MT/month. 
After that, it increased to 9180 MT/month in April08-Dec08 with increase in 
import prices. The domestic prices were lower than import prices during the 
period. With the start of current recession, imports started increasing 
rapidly. 

12 Unforeseen circumstances is in terms of current unexpected and uneven 
global economic recession. This led to significant reduction in global 
demand for the product, resulting in plummeting prices of imports and 
resulting in sudden surge in imports into India, which is still witnessing a 
positive growth. 

13 As a result of significant increase in imports, there has been significant fall 
in domestic production, sales and capacity utilization of product covered 
during the recent period. 

14 The imported low density particle boards are directly competitive products. 
However, they do not have any objection in removing the same from the 
scope of investigation, as the same is not manufactured by ftiem. They do 







not manufa^sture OSBi Wey^ (b^no^ h»«riiB 3 )^obje£ti<^ 
from the scope of Inye^t^tiom 

15 Hie. fa<^ that applicants ace imp^ters too» is not cdei^mfe br the 
investigation. 


1^ Hie ^licants requested^for s^eguant^dhty for two yeais. in^view 

of critical circumstances^ applicant luis. requested for immediaar impQsiriQn 
of provisional saf^ard duties. 

17 Safoguaid duty must be imposed on inippi^ from all devddpii^ countries 
suclr as Malaysia, Thailand; Blmgladerir, Sri' Lanka^ South Africa^ Nepal; as 
all these countries have either in the pa^ or at present eiqioited the subject 
. goods in si^ficant volumes. Further, these countries have significant 
potential to export the fnoduct in'fotu]»^:afr well. In particulai^ safoguatdduty 
must be imposed on impoits from South Africa and Indonesia^ @ven that the 
producers in these countries have very recently booked huge orders for 
su{^y of the said product and the shipm^ts for these have already started 
arriving in India 


18 The imposition of the safeguard duty is in larger public interest The 
manufacturers in India are not able to utilize their plants at optimunr 
capacity resulting into threat to not only ciqjital expenditure hut also large 
scale employment, plahtadon activity, income to fbmeis, adverse impact on 
rural economy and threat for ddbr^tariom Early imposition' of safegusd 
duty will address all these problems. 

Views of foe exporting ni^eae 

19 Article 12.1(a) of the WTO A^neem^ on Safeguards requires immediate 
notification to the Committee on Safeguards of the initiatfon of aiSafeguard: 
investigation. The present safeguard inve^^don?was initiiUedmr 22 April 
2009 and till 18 May 2009^ no official notification to the ccummttee serans 
to have been made. This delay clearly shov« that Ihdia! has . failed to 
immediately notify the Committee on safi^uards axtdi has thus violated 
Article 12.1(a) of the ASO. 

20 The (hua provided by the appliemts rmses serious doubts about the' 
existence of serious injuiy. In^ed; pr^auionf aid^ safes, voliimes of the 
aiqidicants show an increw of 18% and 25 % respectively betwem 2007- 
2008 and April-December 2008, thereby indicating that production and sales 
activity is not negatively affected by impoits from other countries^ 
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21 Losses suffered by the domestic industry were not caused by increased 
imports, but due to the applicants’ huge investment in capacity expansion. 
Further, the capacity of Indian producers had increased drastically starting 
from 2005-06 to April-Dee 08 by 136%. However, the demand/consumption 
showed only 46% increase during the same period. Therefore, the erroneous 
decision of the Indian producers to increase capacity without proper analysis 
and not surge of imports is responsible for serious injury, if any, caused to 
the domestic industry in terms of low capacity utilization. 

22 It is evident that the production of domestic industry, and its production 
capacity have been increasing since 2005. Therefore, there was no serious 
injury suffered by domestic industry in terms of production and production 
capacity. Further, the applicants claimed that they were unable to increase 
sales as per the increase in demand in spite of offering competitive prices. 
This may be due to customers’ preferences in quality, standards, brand 
loyalty and deliveiy of the product under consideration. 

23 DG’s findings in the PF on market share were not accurate. Further, PF did 
not contain any data on employment, productivity and inventoiy. Thus, the 
investigating authority has not been transparent in presenting the relevant 
data in making objective evaluation for injury determination. Article 4.2(b) 
of the WTO Safeguards Agreement requires the investigating authority to 
establish a causal link between the increased imports and injury for the 
application of safeguard measures. The authority must also identify injury 
caused by factors other than increased imports. However, no analysis of 
these other fectors has been done. 

24 The proposed adjustment plan was not to prevent or remedy the injury but 
merely to stabilize the capacity expansion done by the domestic industry. In 
such a scenario, if the safeguard, measures are imposed, the domestic 
industry would not only motKipolize but cease the operation of their 
domestic competitors in downstream industry (i.e. laminated particle board) 
and the Indian market would be denied competitively priced product. 

25 The application shows a constant increase in the landed price over the whole 
investigating period (from ca. 7.5 to 9.5) which, in fact points to the 
opposite direction. The application should have shown trends of both import 
and domestic prices, over the investigating period as well as a more detailed 
explanation concerning the methodology followed for the undercutting 
calculations. 
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, 26 From the adjustment plan, it seems that the applicants suffer fix)m high 
costs, due to higher consumption of wood and higher wood prices, which 
are exceptionally high. The domestic industry seems to have been facing 
losses during the overall investigating period. These losses were especially 
important in 2005-06. This certainly confirms that factors other than imports 
contributed to the alleged injury. Moreover, losses per unit are decreasing 
over time, which would break the causal link with the increasing imports. 
The effects of the global economic crisis and the (positive) evolution of the 
imports' price level should also have been carefully analyzed. 

27 The issue of public interest has not been addressed in the preliminary 
findings. The needs of the other players on the Indian market, like the users 
and the importers of the product, have not been taken into account. 

28 The injury analysis is incomplete, not objective and inconclusive. No causal 
link analysis has been done to separate and distinguish between the effect of 
imports and other factors. 

Views of the Exporters 

29 Import data presented by the petitioners is grossly understated. Total import 
quantities have declined by 21% during 2008-09 as compared to 2007-08. 
The imports during 2008-09(annualized) declined to 131075 CBM 
compared to 165070 CBM during 2007-08. The actual imports differ with 
those shown in the preliminary findings. The petitioners have grossly 
understated the quantity of imports for 2007-08 with the sole purpose of 
showing increased imports during 2008-09. 

30 The present case is a peculiar case in which the domestic industry engaged 
in manufacturing of pre-laminated board has filed an application against 
import of an intermediate article (particle board). The final product 
manufactured and sold by the domestic industry is competing with the final 
product made in India from imported particle board. However, 1:^ no stretch 
of imagination can a pre-laminated board be held to be like a product to 
particle board, which is the .product under consideration. 

31 Injury parameters do not show any injury. On the contrary, they show a 
robust growth for the domestic industry. When market share of domestic 
industry increased by 99%, imports declined by 21% in absolute terms. 
Further, there is no surge in imports as required uiider Sec 8B(I) of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975. Consumption level in India has come down from 
229780 CBM in 2007-08 to 189308 CBM (annualized) in 2008-09 reflecting 
a reduced demand for the subject goods in the period of investigation 
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compared to the previous year, 2006-07. The production of domestic 
industty increased by 5S% in 2008-09 as compared to 2007-08 and the sales 
of domestic industry increased by 64% in 2008-09 as compared to 2007-08. 
Improvement of sales in a shrinking market is testimony to the fact that 
all^ations of injury made by the domestic industry are baseless and wholly 
contradicted i)y!televant data. 

32 There is noiprice tundercutting. In the absence of undercutting, there is no 
causal link between the imports and injury suffered by domestic industry. 

33 Overall loss of ;the domestic industry and supporters has come down in the 
period of investigation(Apr-Dec 2008) as compared to the previous 
year(2007^08) from Rs 2913 Lacs to Rs 2061 Lacs. It is noteworthy that 
when the supporters reduced their losses by 50%, the domestic industry 
continued'tosuf&r losses. The improvement of the situation of the supporter 
industry when compared to the domestic industry establishes that imports 
during April-Bec ^008 are not causing injury but factors unique to the 
applicant itomestic Industry causing the all^d injury. The injury is by 
no means representative of the injury suffered by the domestic producers 
taken as a whole. 

34 The initiation notice for the safeguard investigation failed to undertake a 
coniprehensive norwattribution analysis of the causes of the domestic 
industry’s ^poor performance, and failed to examine all the relevant factors 
relating to injury as tequi^ Article 4.2(a) of the WTO Agreement on 
Safeguards. 

25 M/s Bajaj :£ce-T«ch Products Ltd has come into production in April, 2008 
Le., it is in the first year of its operation. On the other hand, the other 
applicant M/s Shmli Industries Ltd came into production only in 2006-07 
ix. it was not m^production in the base year of the inj ury period viz 2005- 
06. None of die domestic producers who were m production in both the 
current period as well as in the base year of injury period have come 
forv^rd with data'as an applicant which simply shows the manipulative 
attitude ofthetlomesticproducers. 

36 The domestlcvdemand for the subject goods increased from 130335 MT in 
2005-06 to 191192 MT in April-December 2008(254923 MT annualized). 

Demand has registered a growth of 196% over 3 years period. However the 
dome producers have increased their production capacity from 132380 
MT in ■’’005^ to 416833 MT in 2008-09(annualized). The domestic 
industry did not have prudence to foresee the near future. They have 
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increased thetr capacity disproportionately which is a complete failure to 
make a proper projection of future demand. 

37 Out of total production in 2005-06, about 69% was captive consumption. 
When the total demand of the subject goods were 130335 MT in 2005-06, 
domestic production was 66707 MT out of which 45849 MT were captive 
consumption and only 20143 MT was available for outside customers. In 
such a situation, imports were the only option for user industry. 

38 The majority of the domestic producers of the subject goods have abstained 
from participating in the investigation keeping them as supporters. In the 
absence of complete data of such supporters the data of the two applicants 
cannot be considered sufHcient for a free and fair investigation. 

39 As per the data provided in the petition. Plain Particle Board imports 
increased from a number of countries, the largest among them being 
Malaysia, Thailand, Bangladesh and Spain. The record of this proceeding is 
devoid of any discussion of how the alleged increase in imports from these 
countries resulted from the unforeseen developments mentioned in the 
petition. 

40 Two companies who filed this petition(i.e. the petitioners) constitute only 
30.3^% of total production in India. However, this percentage is inflated. A 
large number of domestic particle board producers are not included in this 
calculation - namely Vilsons Particle Board Industries Ltd (Vilsons) and 
Ecoboard Industries Ltd (Ecoboard). These companies have a combined 
production capacity which is almost three times the production capacity of 
Petitioner company Shirdi Industries. If these two companies alone have a 
combined production capacity which is approximately three times that of 
petitioner company Shirdi Industries, it becomes quite clear that the 30.36% 
share of Indian production, which the petitioner claims to occupy, will 
ttecrease drams^cally. Assuming a production capacity of450 CBM per day 
at 312 days per year (or 6 days per week). Petitioner’s share of Indian 
production capacity decreases to 20.95%. By no stretch of imagination, can 
20.95% or even 30.36% of total Indian production be considered a “major 
share” of the total domestic Indian production. 

41 Despite the fact that the Indian safeguard law does not contemplate the 
concept of “supporting” companies, the investigating authority has rel ied on 
the figures for the purportedly “supporting” companies as provided in the 
petition for purposes of initiating the instant proceedings. 
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42 It is not at all clear as to which companies’ (Petitioners or the supporting 
companies) sale volumes or capacity utilization figures the investigating 
authority relied upon in reaching its affirmative preliminary determination. 

43 The instant petition is devoid of any substantive/tangible details on the 
measures the domestic industry proposes to take to adjust to import 
competition. Rather than a detailed explanation of the adjustments the 
domestic industry has taken or plans to take, the petition refers to nothing 
more than “discussions” with wood suppliers concerning the “possible 
reduction” in wood consumption and wood prices and “discussions” with 
technology suppliers for taking steps to reduce conversion costs. These are 
mere generic statements devoid of any substance. 

44 The imposition of safeguard duties in the instant case is against the public 
interest. Such imposition would increase the cost of production of both 
domestic LPM manufacturers which do not captively produce/consume 
PPM, as well as the Indian furniture manufacturing industry. 

Views of the end users and importers 

45 The new capacities of the Applicants namely Shirdi and Bajaj have been set 
up with full knowledge of the fact that import was a reality and also a 
necessity. It was necessary to import because the major portion of the 
domestic product was unsuitable for the processing of final product. It is not 
the case that imports have commenced after the applicants set up their 
manufacturing facilities. It has been going on for over a decade in such 
increased quantities as was necessary to meet the demands of final product- 
Laminated Particle Board. The applicants were never prevented from 
making suitable raw particle boards to make final finished product- 
laminated board to meet the demands of the market. In fact, when the 
applicants themselves and the supporters were regular importers of the 
suitable raw particle board, the application by a section of the domestic 
industry to claim injury is frivolous and malicious. 

46 The Import data presented by the petitioner is grossly understated. The 
petitioners have grossly understated the quantity of imports, showing 
significant increase in import quantities as against the significant fall.. On 
annual basis the imports have declined by 21% in the year 2008-09 as 
compared to 2007-08. 

47 Particle board of density 500 Kgs/CBM to 900 Kgs/CBM is both 
manufactured in India and also imported, whereas particle board of 200 
Kgs/CBM to 500 Kgs/CBM density is not manufactured in India and can 
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only be imported. The petitioners have failed to bring on record this 
threshold distinction in their application. The investigating authority has 

. also failed to take note of this distinction, which is very crucial and goes to 
the root of the matter. 

48 When the subject matter of dispute is only particle boards of density 500 
kgs/CBM to 900 kgs/CBM produced or manufactured by the petitioners and 
similar manufacturers, it is shocking to understand that the application seeks 
imposition of safeguard duty across the board on all particle boards falling 
under 4410 of the Customs Tariff Act 1975. The application should have 
been restricted to particle boards falling under density range of 500 
kgs/CBM to 900 kgs/CBM quality commonly known as Medium Density 
Particle. Boards in India. It cannot extend to every particle board falling 
under 4410,'especially particle boards which are not even manufactured in 
India. 

49 The petitioners are themselves importers of plain particle boards and their 
major interest lies in selling laminated boards and not plain particle boards. 
If they have spare capacity and the quality of PPB produced by them is good 

; enough, then what is the need for them to import? This is the reason why 
they have not revealed any data on their own import of plain particle boards, 
sale of laminated boards and sale of plain particle boards. 

50 The quality of the board manufactured by the domestic industry is very 
poor. The furniture industry using laminated boards is forced to import plain 
particle boards because of non availability of international standard of plain 
particle board on consistent basis from domestic manufacturers. 

51 Imposition of safeguard duty is against public interest. It will render 
domestic furniture producing units’ completely non viable leading to a surge 
in imported furniture from Malaysia and China. On the one hand, Govt 
wants the domestic industry to equip itself to compete with the imported 
furniture from Malaysia on zero duty basis while on the other hand, it wants 
to kill the domestic industry by imposing safeguard duty on plain particle 
board which is the basic raw material for producing furniture. 

52 When the market share of domestic industry increased by 99%, imports 
declined by 21% in absolute terms. Further, there is no surge in imports let 
alone sudden surge as required under Sec 8B( 1) of the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975. 

53 The consumption level of the product in India has come down from 229780 
CBM in 2007-08 to 189308 CBM (annualized) in 2008-09 reflecting a 
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reduced demand for the subject goods in the period of investigation strictly 
compared to the previous year, 2006-07. The production of domestic 
industry increased by 58% in 2008-09 as compared to 2007-08 and the sales 
of domestic industry increased by 64% in 2008-09 as compared to 2007-08. 
Improvement of sales in a shrinking market is testimony to the fact that 
allegations of injury made by the domestic industry are baseless and wholly 
contradicted by the statistics. 

54 Investment to the tune of Rs 2900 million has been made by one of the 
applicants namely M/s Bajaj Hindustan Limited (parent company of Bajaj 
Eco-Tech) in setting up plants in three locations. It is submitted that the 
investment should have been duly adjusted in determining the profitability 
of the domestic industry. Initial start up costs as well as the costs of entry 
might have influenced the performance of the domestic industry and injury 
caused by these factors could not be attributed to increased imports. 

55 Safeguard measures are a stop-gap arrangement to facilitate the domestic 
industry, to gear themselves to face international competition. Accordingly, 
in every case, domestic producers are required to provide a restructuring 
plan identifying the steps they propose to take to achieve international price 
competitiveness. In the present case, the restructuring plan merely states that 
the domestic industry is undertaking capacity expansion. The petition 
nowhere discloses how domestic industry will achieve increase in 
productivity, decrease in cost and above all reduction in their selling prices 
to meet international competition. There is no restructuring plan presented in 
the petition which meets the objective of such requirement. Further, one of 
the objectives of the restructuring plan is to decrease the costs and permit 
positive adjustment. Therefore, a nexus should be established between the 
proposed reduction in cost with the level of duties in force or the level of 
duties sought by the domestic industry. However, the petition gives no 
justification for the level of duties (100%) sought by them. The petition is 
completely frivolous in this regard. 

Findings of D.G. 

56 1 have carefully gone through the case records and the replies filed by the 
domestic producers, users/impoiters, exporters and exporting government. 
Submissions made by the various parties and the issues arising there from 
are dealt with at appropriate places in the findings below. 

57 Product under consideration: - The applicant has applied for imposition 
of safeguard duty on “Particle Board, Oriented Strand Board (OSB) and 
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similar Boards (for example, Wafiatioani) of Wood or oth^ Ligneous 
Materials, whether or not s^glomerated witlr resins or other ori^mie binding 
substances [hereinafter referred to as particle board or '‘the said producf’], 
falling under Customs Tariff suUieading: 4410.’* However, particle boards^ 
laminated with veneer or papers or decorative laminate are beyond: the scope 
of “the said product” subject to safeguard duty. The product is also known 
by a number of commercial names, which includes Plain/Raw/Cotoured 
Particle/ Fiber Particle/ Bagasse/ Bamboo/ Jute/ Panel board. The product is 
classifiable under sub-heading No. 4410 of Schedule 1 of the Customs Tariff 
Act 1975. 

58 The applicant has submitted that the Particleboard is manufactured by 
mixing wood/agro waste particles/fldces/chips/flbres together with a resin 
and forming the mix into a sheet. The raw material is fed into a disc chipper 
between radically arranged blades. The particles, so generated, are first 
dried, after which any oversized or undersized particles are screened out 
Resin, in liquid form, is then sprayed through nozzles onto the particles. 
There are several types of resins that are commonly used. Urea 
formaldehyde resin is the cheapest and easiest to use. It is^ usted for most 
non-water resistant boards. Melamine formaldehyde resin is significantly 
more expensive, as it is moisture resistant. Phenol formaldehyde is also 
&irly expensive. It is dark colored and.highly duraMe. These resins are 
sometimes mixed with other additives before being applied to the particles, 
in order to make the final prodiu^t waterproof, flreproef, insect proof or to 
give it some other quality. Once the resin has been mixed with the particles, 
the liquid mixture is made into a sheet. The sheets formed are then cold 
compressed to reduce their thickness and make them easier to transport. 
They are compressed again to set and haitten the glue. The boards are then 
cooled, trimmed and sanded. They can then be sold un&eated/platn or 
covered in a wood veneer. 

59 Various interested parties have submitted that the applicants do not 
manufacture Oriented Stranded Board, All types of Particle Bo«d having 
thickness above 25mm, low density Particle Board having density of 509 
Kg/CBM or below, tubular Particle Board or TubuUa’ structure boM. It was 
also submitted that the product imported are not 'like or directly 
competitive* to the product manufactured by applicants. 

60 In order to analyze the contention of the interested parties it is necessary to 
have the detailed information about the physical characteristics, end use, 
manufacturing process, price relaticmship ami other relevant charaetmstics 
of the product. Applicants, however, have neither attended the public 
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hearing nor submitted any information in support of its claim even after 
their claim of ‘like or directly competitive’ was disputed based on facts and 
law. The information provided in the application is not sufficient enough to 
justiiy their original claim. Accordingly, products mentioned in the 
application are not ‘like or directly competitive’ to what is manufactured by 
the domestic industry. 

61 Domestic industry: - The application was filed by M/s Shirdi Industries 
Ltd. and M/s Bajaj Eco-Tec Products Ltd. The applicants submitted that 
there are several other producers, who have capacity to produce the product 
under consideration. These are M/s Novapan Industries Ltd, M/s Archidply 
Industries Ltd, M/s Paralam Global Pvt.Ltd, M/s Patel Kenwood Pvt.Ltd, 
M/s Darshanboard Lam Ltd, M/s Shiv Dhan Boards Pvt.Ltd, M/s Bakelit 
Hylam Ltd and M/s Green ply Industries Ltd. All these producers support the 
petition. The applicant and supporters form a major share of the Indian 
production. 

62 Various interested parties have submitted that the names of Vi Isons Particle 
Board Industries Ltd and Eco Board Industries Ltd have been deliberately 
excluded from the list of manufacturers. Therefore, the total production 
figures in India are not correct. If the production of these two producers are 
considered then share of the applicants is reduced to a mere 21%, which is 
not a ‘major share’. Further, there is no concept of‘supporters’ in safeguard 
law and it is not explained as to how the ‘supporters’ have expressed their 
support when even their names are not mentioned in the application. 

63 The applicants did not provide any evidence as to how they can be 
considered ‘domestic industry’. The facts mentioned in the application were 
contended to be incorrect and contradictory by various interested parties. 
The applicants did not submit any evidence in support of their claim of 
being a ‘domestic industry’ as they neither attended the Public Hearing nor 
submitted any written submission. Since, no evidence in support of the 
claim of applicant that they constitute ‘domestic industry’ is made available 
by the applicants, the applicants cannot be considered ‘domestic industry’' 
in terms of Section 8B(6)(b) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 


'section 8B(6)(b) of the Customs Tariff Act 1975 defines domestic industry as follows: 

{b) "Domestic industry ” means the producers - 

(i) as a whole of the like article or a directly competitive article in India; or 
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Increased Imports: 

64 The applicant has submitted the information, as contained in the Table 
below, about the imports of the product which they claimed to be product 
under consideration. Various interested parties claimed that the information 
provided is grossly incorrect. In support of the claim, they have submitted 
exports data of various countries. Th^ have also referred to the data 
compiled by United Nations, which shows that the imports in India has 
fallen to 39,702 MT in 2008 from 99,449 MT in 2007. 


Table 



2006-07 

2007-08 

2008-09 (upto December) 

Total Imports (CBM) 

57030 

65152 

82621 

Average Monthly Imports (CBM) 

4752 

5429 

9180 


65 The applicants did not provide any evidence in support of their claim of 
increased imports when the reliability of data itself was questioned, as they 
neither attended the Public Hearing nor submitted any written submission. 
Further, when classification of the product under consideration is in 
question, the possibility of correct or incorrect import data remains 
unanswered. 

Serious Injury or Threat of Serious Injury: 

Statutory framework: 

66 “Serious injury” means an injury causing overall impairment in the position 
of a domestic industry;^ and “threat of serious injury” means a clear and 
imminent danger of serious injury.^ 

67 The Article 4.2(a) of the Agreement on Safeguard and Ahnexure to Rule 8 
of the Custom Tariff (Identification and Assessment of Safeguard duty) 
Rules, 1997 technically requires that certain listed factors as well as other 
relevant factors must be evaluated to determine serious injury or threat of 
serious injury. However, these provisions do not specify what such an 
evaluation must demonstrate. Any such evaluation will be different for 


(ii) whose collective output of the like article or q directly competitive article 
in India constitutes a major share of the total production of the said 
article in India. 

^ Secticm 8B(6Xc) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

^ Section 8B(6)(d) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 
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different industries in different cases, depending on the facts of the 
particular case and the situation of the industry concerned. An evaluation of 
each listed factor will not necessarily have to show that each such &u:tor is 
"declining*^. In one case, for example, there may be significant decline in 
sales, en^loyment and productivity which will show "significant overall 
impairment" m the position of the industry, and therefore will justify a 
finding of serious injury. In another case, a certain factor may not be 
declining, but the overall picture may nevertheless demonstrate "significant 
overall impairment" of the industry. Thus, in addition to a technical 
examination of all the listed &ctors and any other relevant factors, it is 
essential that the overall position of the domestic industry is evaluated, in 
light of all the relevant factors having a bearing on the situation of that 
industry/ 

68 Accordingly, in analyzing serious injury or threat of serious injury all 
factors of domestic industry, which are mentioned in the rules as well as 
other Actors which are relevant for determination of serious injury or threat 
of serious injury, ha ve to be considered. The determination of serious injury 
or threat of serious injury needs to be based on evaluation of the overall 
position of the domestic industry, in light of all the relevant factors having a 
bearing on the situation of that industry. 


69 In the instant case, the applicants do not constitute 'domestic industry’ and 
no information on all the relevant factors has been made available by the 
applicants. In absence of necessary information the existence of serious 
injury or threat of serious injury cannot be determined. 

Conclusion and R^comm^dation: 


70 Based on the above, no safeguard duty is recommended for imposition. 


[F.No. D-22011/26/09] 
PRAVEEN MAHAJAN, Director General 


^ Based on Para 139 of Argentina footwear Case Appellate Body Report Of WTO 


Printed by the Manager. Government of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri. New Delhi*l 10064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-n0054, 







